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AN INDEPENDENT NEWSPAPER 


A Bad Food Stamps Bill 


H OUSE REPUBLICANS, having agreed to 
preserve the entitlement status of food 
stamps, are moving to weaken the pro- 
gram significantly in other ways. Over time they 
would reduce likely stamp expenditures by as 
much as a sixth by knocking certain recipients off 
the rolls while sharply reducing the value of the 
program — the amount of food it will buy — for all 
the rest. 

The purpose of the cuts is not to combat the 
amount of fraud that has been found in the 
program; that will be dealt with separately later. 
The steps aren’t being taken to reduce the deficit 
either; rather, the savings would be used to help 
finance the tax cuts the Republicans propose. But 
that’s the wrong rationale for cutting food 
stamps. There are lots of ways to finance tax cuts 
if the members of Congress want to have them. 
The basic form of federal aid to the poor should 
not be the source of the funds. 

The stamps program now reaches a tenth of 
the population. The Republicans had earlier 
talked of converting it from an entitlement to a 
system of limited block grants to the states in 
which federal spending would no longer rise 


automatically with need. They dropped that idea, 
but instead would now cut out some of the 
indexation built into the program, so that benefits 
would no longer keep full pace with prices. They 
would also change the way the government 
calculates how much money a needy family is 
likely to have left to pay for food after paying 
rent and other expenses, and therefore the value 
of the stamps it will need to buy a minimum diet. 
After 90 days, single recipients 19 through 49 
who weren’t disabled and had no children would 
have to work to continue receiving stamps; it 
isn’t clear what would happen to them if there 
were no jobs. Many legal immigrants — people 
who are legally here and permanent residents but 
not citizens — would also be barred from the 
program. 

These program changes aren’t thought through. 
They are meant to satisfy a political agenda that 
has little to do with either the needs of the poor or 
the ability and duty of the government to help meet 
those needs. It’s reckless legislation. The encour- 
aging news is that the Senate seems unlikely to 
proceed in the same way. 


